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Art Unit: 2626 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it. in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of canrying out his invention. 

1. Claims 1, 4, 7, 10. 13, 16, 19, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. In particular, the 
examiner could not locate the teaching: therein the feature detection processing 
section outputs a parameter indicating a soundless interval when the signal level is 
below a threshold for a set time." 



The following rejections are made giving a reasonable interpretation to the claim 
language based on the teachings of the specification. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 4. 7, 10, 13. 16. 19, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. In this case the phrase '^vhen 
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the signal level is below a threshold for a set time" is indefinite (see 112 1^' rejection 
above regarding lack of support in the specification) because it is not clear what interval 
"for a set time" corresponds to. For example, could it be zero seconds? 

The following rejections are made giving a reasonable interpretation to the claim 
language based on the teachings of the specification and the corresponding art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 13, 16, 19, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 

claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. These are method claims 

preempting abstract concepts without a practical application, where a practical 

application must produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result." (see "Interim 

Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for Patent Subject Matter Eligibility" 

pp. 1, 23 and 58). 

Claims 14. 15, 17, 18, 20, 21 23, and 24 are rejected for failing to cure the 
deficiencies of the above rejected non-statutory claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which fomris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Applicant's failure to adequately traverse the Examiner's taking of Official Notice 
in the last office action is taken as an admission of the fact(s) noticed, and thus those 
facts will henceforth be labeled as Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). 

2. Claims 1-9. 13. 14, and 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over ISO/IEC 1 1 1 72-3 (as described in the prior art section of the 
specification, p. 2. Fig. 1 labeled prior art), hereinafter referred to as Spec_Prior_Art, in 
view of Nakajima et al. ("A Fast Audio Classification from MPEG Coded Data" ICASSP 
'99, vol. 6, May 1999) hereinafter referred to as Nakajima. 

Regarding claim 1, Spec_Pr7or_i4/f describes the MPEGI/Audio layer 1 system 
and includes the following: 

• a subband dividing section dividing inputted audio information including a sound 
signal into a plurality of frequency bands ( p. 2, line 15, Fig. 1, item 111); 

• a scaling section calculating a scaling factor, which indicates a multiplying power 
to a reference value, of each subband divided by the subband dividing section into 
each of the frequency bands, and aligning each dynamic range (Fig, 1 , item 112); and 



Application/Control Number: 10/046.719 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2626 

• a coding processing section compressing and coding an output signal from the 
scaling section by using a IVIPEG system to output as coded bit stream data (Fig. 1 , 
items 113-115). 

But SpecJPrior_Art does not specifically teach "further including a feature 
detection processing section extracting features of the audio information on the basis of 
the scaling factors outputted from the scaling section, wherein the feature detection 
processing section outputs a parameter indicating a soundless interval when the signal 
level is below a threshold for a set time." However, the examiner contends that this 
concept was well known in the art, as taught by Nakajima. 

In the same field of endeavor, Nakajima teaches a method for audio classification 
from MPEG coded data, by processing the sub-band energy levels over a segment [a 
set interval] where the result is compared to threshold to determine silence (§2, the 
scaling factors necessarily correspond to sub-band energy levels; see last H in §2.1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Spec_Prior_Art by specifically providing the 
features, as taught by Nakajima, because it is well known in the art at the time of 
invention for the purpose of identifying the content of the audio signal being processed 
for marketing, monitoring commercials, improved speech recognition (Kenyon et al. U.S. 
Patent 4,843,562, col. 1), and indexing, browsing, and retrievals from multimedia 
databases (Nakajima, §1 , K1). 
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Regarding claim 2, SpecJPrior_Art in view of Nakajima teaches everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 1 ). In addition Nakajima teaches 'Ihe feature 
detection processing section includes a means of determining whether or not the audio 
information is of a voice signal interval on the basis of the scaling factors" (§1 , 1|4, 
classified into speech; §2.2, "Music/Speech Characteristics" based on the distribution 
of energy; Fig. 1 and 2, n.b., the amplitude of each histogram corresponds to a sub- 
band level). 

Regarding claim 3, Spec_Prior_Art in view of Nakajima teaches everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 1). In addition, Nakajima teaches "wherein the 
feature detection processing section includes a means of determining whether or not 
the audio information is of a soundless signal interval on the basis of the scaling 
factors" (§2.1 , silence, if is smaller than the predetermined threshold). 

Regarding claim 4. this claim has corresponding limitations similar to the 
limitations in claim 1 , and those limitations are rejected for the same reasons. In 
addition: "a signal level calculating section inputting thereto the scaling factor of each 
subband outputled from the scaling section, and calculating a signal level 
corresponding to the scaling factor; wherein the feature detection processing section 
extracts features of the audio infonnation on the basis of the signal levels calculated by 
the signal level calculating section and outputs a parameter indicating a soundless 
interval when the signal level is below a threshold for a set time." (§2, "Classification 
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Algorithm" Figs. 1 and 2; the amplitude of each histogram corresponds to a scaled sub- 
band level where this information is used during feature detection; see last ^ in §2.1, 
over a segment [a set interval] where the result is compared to threshold to determine 
silence). 



Regarding claim 5, Spec_Prior_Art in view of Nakajima teaches everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 4). In addition, Nakajima teaches: 

• the signal level calculating section inputs thereto the scaling factors in low- 
frequency bands outputted from the scaling section within a predetermined period of 
time to calculate the signal levels (§2, "Classification Algorithm" ; §2.1, ^'s 1 and 2, low 
frequency; over segment implies a predetennined interval ); and 

• the feature detection processing section comprises: a calculating means of 
finding a maximum value and a minimum value of the signal levels calculated by the 
signal level calculating section (§2, certain level of variation; requires the determination 
of min/max-range), and 

• calculating a difference between the maximum value and the minimum value (§2, 
variation); and 

• a determining means of, when the difference value calculated by the calculating 
means is greater than or equal to a predetermined threshold value, determining that 
the audio infomiation is of a voice signal inten/al, on the other hand, when the 
difference value is less than the threshold value, determining that the audio information 
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is of a signal interval except for voice (§2, silence, if is smaller than the 
predetermined threshold, otherwise the audio information is evaluated for speech, etc). 

Regarding claim 6, SpecJPrior_Art in view of Nakajima teaches everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 4). In addition, Nakajima teaches: 

• the signal level calculating section inputs thereto all of the scaling factors 
outputted from the scaling section within a predetennined period of time to calculate 
the signal levels (§1, from MPEG coded data; see Figs, 1 and 2); and 

• the feature detection processing section includes a determining means of, when 
the signal levels calculated by the signal level calculating section are greater than or 
equal to a predetermined threshold value (§2, silence if is smaller than the 
predetermined threshold, othen^/ise the audio information is evaluated for speech, etc), 

• determining that the audio information is of a sound signal inten^al (§2.2 
"Music/Speech Characteristics", not silence), 

• on the other hand, when the signal levels are less than the threshold value, 
detemnining that the audio information is of a soundless signal interval (§2, silence, if 

is smaller than the predetermined threshold). 

Regarding claim 7, this claim has limitations similar to claim 1 and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 
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Regarding claim 8, this claim has limitations similar to claim 2 and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 9, this claim has limitations similar to claim 3 and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 13, this claim has limitations similar to claim 1 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 14, this claim has limitations similar to claim 2 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 16, this claim has limitations similar to claim 4 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 17, this claim has limitations similar to claim 5 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 18, this claim has limitations similar to claim 6 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 
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Regarding claim 19, this claim has limitations similar to claim 7 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 20, this claim has limitations similar to claim 8 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 21, this claim has limitations similar to claim 9 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

3. Claims 10-12, 15, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spec_Prior_Art in view of Nakajima and AAPA. 

Regarding claim 10, Spec__Prior_Art describes the encoding portion of ISO/IEC 
1 1 172-3, but does not specifically describe "a stream dividing section, after inputting 
thereto bit stream data coded by a MPEG system, dividing the coded bit stream data 
composed of each subband divided into each frequency band into bit assigning 
information, scaling factor value indicating a multiplying power to a reference value, and 
coded data in units of each subband; and a decoding processing section executing a 
decoding process to the coded data divided by the stream dividing section in units of 
each subband to output as audio infomriation." However, AAPA teahes the fact that the 
use of a decoder for the purpose of decoding data encoded according to ISO/IEC 
1 1 172-3 was well known in the art. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Spec_Prior_Art such that a decoder is 
implemented, because a decoder is part of the ISO/IEC 1 1 172-3 specification and 
required for the complete processing of the signal. 

In addition, Spec_Prior_Art does not specifically teach: 

• a feature detection processing section extracting features of the audio 
information on the basis of the scaling factor values outputted from the stream dividing 
section; and 

• a signal level calculating section inputting thereto the scaling factor of each 
subband outputted from the stream dividing section to calculate a signal level; 

• wherein the feature detection processing section extracts features of the audio 
information on the basis of the signal levels calculated by the signal level calculating 
section and outputs a parameter indicating a soundless interval when the signal level is 
below a threshold for a set time.. 

However, the examiner contends that these concepts were well known in the art. 
as taught by Nakajima. 

In the same field of endeavor, Nakajima teaches a method for audio classification 
from MPEG coded data, where Nakajima processes the sub-band energy levels (§2, 
where the scaling factors necessarily correspond to sub-band energy levels since 
Nakajima is processing sub-band energy levels) and perfomris classification over a 
segment [a set interval] where the result is compared to threshold to determine silence 
(§2, silence, speech, etc.; see last If in §2.1). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Spec_Prior_Art by specifically providing the 
features, as taught by Nakajima, because it is well known in the art at the time of 
invention for the purpose of identifying the content of the audio signal being processed 
for marketing, monitoring commercials, improved speech recognition (Kenyon et al. U.S. 
Patent 4,843.562, col. 1). and indexing, browsing, and retrievals from multimedia 
databases (Nakajima, §1, 1[1). 

Regarding clainn 11, SpecJPrior_Art in view of Nakajima and well known prior 
art teaches everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 10). In addition, Nakajima 
further teaches : 

• the signal level calculating section inputs thereto the scaling factors in low- 
frequency bands outputted from the stream dividing section within a predetermined 
period of time to calculate the signal levels (§2, "Classification Algorithm" most of the 
sub-band energy is confined to the lower sub-bands and variations are compared); 
and 

• the feature detection processing section comprises: a calculating means of 
finding a maximum value and a minimum value of the signal levels calculated by the 
signal level calculating section (§2, variation is determined), and 

• calculating a difference between the maximum value and the minimum value (§2, 
variation is determined with a necessary calculation of min/max difference); and 
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• a determining means of, when the difference value calculated by the calculating 
means is greater than or equal to a predetermined threshold value, determining that 
the audio infonmation is of a voice signal interval, on the other hand, when the 
difference value is less than the threshold value, determining that the audio information 
is of a signal (§2.1 , silence, if is smaller than the predetermined threshold). 

Regarding claim 12, SpecJPrior_Art in view of Nakajima and well known prior 
art teaches everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 10). In addition, Nakajima 
further teaches: 

• the signal level calculating section inputs thereto all of the scaling factors 
outputted from the stream dividing section within a predetermined period of time to 
calculate the signal levels (§2, time and frequency analysis, frames in one second); 
and 

• the feature detection processing section includes a determining means of, when 
the signal levels calculated by the signal level calculating section are greater than or 
equal to a predetermined threshold value (§2.1 , silence if is smaller than the 
predetermined threshold); 

• detemiining that the audio information is of a sound signal interval (§2, §2.1 , 
"Silence Segment Detection" if not silence necessarily "sound"), 

determining that the audio information is of a sound signal interval, on the other 
hand, when the signal levels are less than the threshold value, determining that the 
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audio information is of a soundless signal interval (§2.1 , silence, if is smaller than the 
predetermined threshold). 

Regarding claim 15, this claim has limitations similar to claim 3 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 22, this claim has limitations similar to claim 10 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 23, this claim has limitations similar to claim 1 1 and Is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 24, this claim has limitations similar to claim 12 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to V. Paul Harper whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7605. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on (571) 272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



V. Paul Harper 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2626 
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